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Art Unit: 2155 

Detailed Action 
Claims 1-24 are pending in this Office Action. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed on 7/3/01 has been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. In claim 1 , the applicant claims a 
communications network with software modules but does not define within the body of 
the claim the hardware in which the invention runs. The file system is treated as operating 
system software as described in the specification and the machine user is not a part of the 
invention, just an entity in which it communicates with. In claim 12, the web site is 
directed to a plurality of software modules but there is no hardware in which the software 
runs. . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 7-9, 13, 17, 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Publication No. 2001/0013051 by Nakada et al. 

Regarding claim 1, a communications network (Nakada: page 5, para 70), comprising: 
a server software module adapted to communicate with a machine user (Nakada: 

page 5, para 70; Figure 1); 

an agent communication language (ACL) interpreter adapted to communicate 

with the server software module (Nakada: page 6, para 79-80, 84; page 7; para 89; 

interpreter interprets ACL between agents); 

a file system adapted to communicate with the ACL interpreter (Nakada: page 6, 

para 78), wherein the machine user sends requests to the server software module using an 

ACL with Status Query Language (SQL) as a constraint language (Nakada: page 6, para 

80; page 7; para 89). 

Regarding claim 3, the communication network as claimed in claim 1 wherein the server 
software module is adapted to communicate with a human user (Nakada: page 6, para 
75). 

Regarding claim 5, the communications network as claimed in claim 1 wherein the 
machine user comprises a computer system selected from the group consisting of a 
mainframe computer, a workstation, a server, and a personal computer (Nakada: page 6, 
para 76). 

Regarding claim 7, the communications network as claimed in claim 1 wherein the ACL 
comprises Knowledge Query and Manipulation Language (KQML) (Nakada: page 7, 
para 89). 
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Regarding claim 8, the communications network as claimed in claim 1 wherein the ACL 
comprises a Foundation for Intelligent Physical Agents (FIPA) agent communication 
language (Nakada: page 7, para 89). 

Regarding claim 9, the communications network as claimed in claim 1 wherein the file 
system is a database system (Nakada: page 6, para 78 and 84). 

Regarding claim 13, a method of information transfer for a communications network 
(Nakada: page 5, para 70; Figure 1), comprising: 

sending a first request from a machine user to a server software module using an 
agent communication language (ACL) with Status Query Language (SQL) as a constraint 
language (Nakada: page 6, para 80; page 7; para 89); 

sending a second request from the server software module to an ACL interpreter 
in response to the first request (Nakada: page 6, para 80, 84; page 8, para 107); and 

sending a third request from the ACL interpreter to a file system in response to 
the second request (Nakada: page 8, para 107-1 10). 

Regarding claim 17, the method as claimed in claim 13 wherein the machine user 
includes a computer system selected from the group consisting of a mainframe computer, 
a workstation, a server, and a personal computer (Nakada: page 6, para 76). 

Regarding claim 19, the method as claimed in claim 13 wherein the sending of the first 
request from the machine user to the server software module using an agent 
communication language (ACL) uses Knowledge Query and Manipulation Language 
(KQML) (Nakada: page 7, para 89). 

Regarding claim 20, the method as claimed in claim 13 wherein the sending of the first 
request from the machine user to the server software module using an agent 
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communication language (ACL) uses a Foundation for Intelligent Physical Agents 
(FIPA) agent communication language (Nakada: page 7, para 89). 

Regarding claim 21, the method as claimed in claim 13 wherein the sending of the third 
request from the ACL interpreter to a file system sends the third request to a database 
system (Nakada: page 6, para 84). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 6, 10-11, 15-16, 18, 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Publication No. 2001/0013051 by Nakada et al in view of 
U.S. Publication No. 2002/0122063 by Weinberg et al. 

Regarding claim 2, 

The Nakada reference teaches the communications network as claimed in claim 1 . 

The Nakada reference does not explicitly state the server software is a web server. 

The Weinberg reference teaches a server software module is a Web server 
software module (Weinberg: pages 8 and 9, para 121 and 122; server and client). 

The Weinberg reference further teaches the invention provides organized and 
filtered data to users access without regard to time or geographic location overcoming 
problems of time consumption and confusion (Weinberg: page 1, para 2-3). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to create the communications network as taught by Nakada while 
employing a web server as taught by Weinberg in order to provide organized and filtered 
data to users access without regard to time or geographic location overcoming problems 
of time consumption and confusion (Weinberg: page 1, para 2-3). 
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Claims 6, 10-11 are rejected under the same rationale given above. In the 
rejections set fourth, the examiner will address the additional limitations and point to the 
relevant teachings of Weinberg et al and Nakada. 

Regarding claim 6, the communications network as claimed in claim 1 wherein the 
machine user sends requests to the server software module using the ACL with 
extensible Markup Language (XML) for syntax (Weinberg: page 11, para 159). 

Regarding claim 10, the communications network as claimed in claim 1 further including 
a Common Gateway Interface (CGI) script adapted to communicate with the file system 
(Weinberg: page 10, para 138-139; Figure 18). 

Regarding claim 1 1, the communications network as claimed in claim 10 wherein the 
ACL interpreter is adapted to communicate with the file system via the CGI script 
(Weinberg: page 10, para 138-139; Figure 18). 

. Regarding claim 15, 

The Nakada reference teaches the method as claimed in claim 13. 

The Nakada reference does not explicitly state the server software is a web server. 

The Weinberg reference teaches a server software module is a Web server 
software module (Weinberg: pages 8 and 9, para 121 and 122; server and client). 

The Weinberg reference further teaches the invention provides organized and 
filtered data to users access without regard to time or geographic location overcoming 
problems of time consumption and confusion (Weinberg: page 1, para 2-3). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to create the communications network as taught by Nakada while 
employing a web server as taught by Weinberg in order to provide organized and filtered 
data to users access without regard to time or geographic location overcoming problems 
of time consumption and confusion (Weinberg: page 1, para 2-3). 
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Claims 16, 18, 22-23 are rejected under the same rationale given above. In the 
rejections set fourth, the examiner will address the additional limitations and point to the 
relevant teachings of Weinberg et al and Nakada. 

Regarding claim 16, the method as claimed in claim 13 further including: sending a 
request from a human user to the server software module using Hypertext Transfer 
Protocol (HTTP) (Weinberg: page 9, para 123). 

Regarding claim 18, the method as claimed in claim 13 wherein the sending of the first 
request from the machine user to the server software module uses the ACL with 
extensible Markup Language (XML) for syntax (Weinberg: page 11, para 159). 

Regarding claim 22, the method as claimed in claim 13 further including sending a fourth 
request from the ACL interpreter to a Common Gateway Interface (CGI) script in 
response to the second request (Weinberg: page 9, para 134). 

Regarding claim 23, the method as claimed in claim 22 further including sending a fifth 
request from the CGI script to the file system (Weinberg: page 10, para 138-139). 

Claims 4, 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Publication No. 2001/0013051 by Nakada et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,490,564 
by Dodrill et al. 

Regarding claim 4, 

The Nakada reference teaches the communication network as claimed in claim 1 . 

The Nakada reference does not explicitly state the use of PHP or DLLs but does 
teach the file system integrated on the server and client sides. 

The Dodrill reference teaches a server software module including PHP and DLL 
modules adapted to communicate with the file system (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 20-35, 56- 
61). 
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The Dodrill reference further teaches the libraries enable the runtime environment 
to implement the procedures as specified (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 59-61). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to create the communications network as taught by Nakada while 
employing DLL and PHP as taught by Dodrill in order to enable the runtime environment 
to implement the procedures as specified (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 59-61). 

Regarding claim 14, 

The Nakada reference teaches the method as claimed in claim 13. 

The Nakada reference does not explicitly state the use of PHP or DLLs but does 
teach the file system integrated on the server and client sides. 

The Dodrill reference teaches a server software module including PHP and DLL 
modules adapted to communicate with the file system (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 20-35, 56- 
61). 

The Dodrill reference further teaches the libraries enable the runtime environment 
to implement the procedures as specified (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 59-61). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to create the communications network as taught by Nakada while 
employing DLL and PHP as taught by Dodrill in order to enable the runtime environment 
to implement the procedures as specified (Dodrill: col 13, lines 59-61). 

Claims 12, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as beint anticipated by U.S. 
Publication No. 2002/0122063 by Weinberg et al in view of U.S. Publication No. 
2001/0013051 by Nakada et al in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,490,564 by 
Dodrill et al. 

Regarding claim 12, 

The Weinberg reference teaches a Web site (Weinberg: pages 8 and 9, para 121 
and 122) comprising: 

a Web server software module adapted to communicate with a machine user 
(Weinberg: pages 8 and 9, para 121 and 122; server and client), wherein the machine user 
includes a computer system selected from the group consisting of a mainframe computer, 



Application/Control Number: 09/898,677 
Art Unit: 2155 



Page 9 



a workstation, a server, and a personal computer (Weinberg: pages 9 and 10, para 134; 
Figure 1), the Web server software module including a PHP module (Weinberg: page 10, 
para 134); 

a database system adapted to communicate, wherein the machine user sends 
requests to the server software module with Status Query Language (SQL) as a constraint 
language and extensible Markup Language (XML) for syntax (Weinberg: page 9-10, para 
134, 159); and 

a Common Gateway Interface (CGI) script adapted to communicate with the 
database system (Weinberg: page 10, para 138-139; Figure 18). 

The Weinberg reference does not explicitly state Direct Link Library or ACL 
interpreter but does teach interpreting the CGI files requests and responding with output. 

The Nakada reference teaches an agent communication language (ACL) 
interpreter adapted to communicate with the Web server software module (Nakada: page 
6, para 79-80, 84; page 7; para 89; interpreter interprets ACL between agents). 

The Nakada reference further teaches the invention overcomes prior art problems 
and creates flexible and smooth information exchange and coordination among agents 
(Nakada: page 1, para 7). 

The Dodrill reference teaches a server software module including PHP and DLL 
modules adapted to communicate with the file system (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 20-35, 56- 
61). 

The Dodrill reference further teaches the libraries enable the runtime environment 
to implement the procedures as specified (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 59-61). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to create the Web server as taught by Weinberg while employing 
DLL and PHP and ACL as taught by Dodrill and Nakada in order to enable the runtime 
environment to implement the procedures as specified (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 59-61) and 
create a flexible and smooth information exchange and coordination among agents 
(Nakada: page 1, para 7). 
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Regarding claim 24, a method of information transfer for a Web site (Weinberg: pages 8 
and 9, para 121 and 122), comprising: 

sending a first request from a machine user to a Web server software module 
using an agent communication language (ACL) with Status Query Language (SQL) as a 
constraint language and extensible Markup Language (XML) for syntax (Weinberg: page 
9-10, para 134, 159), wherein the machine user comprises a computer system selected 
from the group consisting of a mainframe computer, a workstation, a server, and a 
personal computer (Weinberg: pages 9 and 10, para 134; Figure 1), the Web server 
software module including a PHP module (Weinberg: page 10, para 134); 

sending a request to a Common Gateway Interface (CGI) script in response to the 
second request (Weinberg: page 10, para 138-139); and 

sending a fifth request from the CGI script to the database system (Weinberg: 
page 10, para 144) 

The Weinberg reference does not explicitly state Direct Link Library or ACL 
interpreter but does teach interpreting the CGI files requests and responding with output. 

The Nakada reference teaches an agent communication language (ACL) 
interpreter adapted to communicate with the Web server software module (Nakada: page 
6, para 79-80, 84; page 7; para 89; interpreter interprets ACL between agents); 

sending a second request from the server software module to an ACL interpreter 
in response to the first request (Nakada: page 6, para 80, 84; page 8, para 107); and 

sending a third request from the ACL interpreter to a file system in response to 
the second request (Nakada: page 6, para 84). 

The Nakada reference further teaches the invention overcomes prior art problems 
and creates flexible and smooth information exchange and coordination among agents 
(Nakada: page 1, para 7). 

The Dodrill reference teaches a server software module including PHP and DLL 
modules adapted to communicate with the file system (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 20-35, 56- 
61). 

The Dodrill reference further teaches the libraries enable the runtime environment 
to implement the procedures as specified (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 59-61). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to create the Web server as taught by Weinberg while employing 
DLL and PHP and ACL as taught by Dodrill and Nakada in order to enable the runtime 
environment to implement the procedures as specified (Dodrill: col. 13, lines 59-61) and 
create a flexible and smooth information exchange and coordination among agents 
(Nakada: page 1, para 7). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R Bruckart whose telephone number 571-272- 
3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:30 PM with every other Friday 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for 
regular communications and After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3982. 

Benjamin R Bruckart 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2155 
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off. 



brb 

November 1, 2004 
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